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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The amendment filed 6/1 0/2005 has been placed of record in the file. 

2. Claims 1-7 and 14 have been amended. 

3. The rejection of claims 1 and 14 under 35 U.S.C. 1 12 is withdrawn in view of the 
amendment. 

4. Claims 15-17 have been canceled. 

5. Claims 1 8-25 have been added. 

6. Claims 1-7, 14, and 18-25 are now pending. 

7. The applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -7 and 14 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the following new grounds of rejection. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

8. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 7(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.1 14. The applicant's submission filed on 6/10/2005 has been entered. 

Claim Objections 

9. Claims 1-7 and 20 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

• Claim 1 appears to be missing a word at line 6 where the claim states "configuring the 
according to the configuration instructions". 
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• Claim 2 appears to be missing a word at line 2 where the claim states "at a mail server on 
the.". 

• Claim 3 appears to be misworded at lines 1-2 where the claim states "the mail server on 
the communicates". 

• Claim 20 appears to be misworded at lines 1-2 where the claim states "the mail server on 
the receiver communicates is one of the group". 

• Claims 2-7 are also objected to due to their dependence on claim 1 . 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

10. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

1 1 . Claims 14 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claims 14 and 25 recite descriptive material that may or 
may not be an embodiment of a computer system or embodied on a computer readable medium 
so as to be executable. Here, a "storage medium having stored thereon instructions" does not 
suffice as computer readable or a computer program product and does not constitute eligible 
subject matter for patentability. See MPEP 2106.IV.B.l(a). 

12. For the purpose of applying prior art it will be assumed that claims 14 and 25 recite a 
computer readable medium. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

13. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

14. Claims 1-7 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Feinleib (U.S. Patent Number 6,272,532) in view of Okazaki et al. (U.S. Patent Number 
6,578,067), hereinafter referred to as Okazaki. 

15. Feinleib disclosed a system wherein a network appliance is controlled by commands in 
received electronic messages. In an analogous art, Okazaki disclosed a system wherein control 
commands are processed by a module that operates a unique service. 

16. Concerning claim 1, Feinleib did not explicitly state utilizing a camera as a network 
appliance or the configuration instructions causing the camera to perform one of either changing 
a direction the camera is pointing or panning/tilting/zooming. However, Okazaki does explicitly 
disclose these features as his system supports "CameraControl" commands processed at the 
module of the unique service. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the applicant's invention to modify the system of Feinleib by adding the ability to use 
a camera and have the configuration instructions cause the camera to perform one of either 
changing a direction the camera is pointing or panning/tilting/zooming as provided by Okazaki. 
Here the combination satisfies the need for a network that maintains the ability to issue 
commands to a specific system via email. See Feinleib, column 1, lines 49-55. 
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17. Concerning claim 4, Feinleib did not explicitly state the appliance always being 
connected to the network. However, permanent network connectivity for network appliances 
was well known in the art at the time of the applicant's invention as it allows for uninterrupted 
monitoring of network activity or uninterrupted monitoring or use of the appliance. Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's 
invention to modify the system of Feinleib by adding the ability to have the appliance always 
connected to the network. 

18. Some claims will be discussed together. Those claims which are essentially the same 
except that they set forth the claimed invention as an article are rejected under the same rationale 
applied to the described claim. 

19. Thereby, the combination of Feinleib and Okazaki discloses: 
• <Claims 1 and 14> 

A method for configuring camera across a network, comprising: receiving configuration 
instructions via an e-mail message including the instructions in command format received 
at the camera (Feinleib, column 2, lines 50-59); extracting the configuration instructions 
from the e-mail message (Feinleib, column 2, line 64 through column 3, line 2 and 
column 4, lines 4-7); and configuring the according to the configuration instructions 
(Feinleib, column 4, lines 11-13), wherein the configuration instructions cause the camera 
to perform one of either changing a direction the camera is pointing or 
panning/tilting/zooming (Okazaki, column 4, lines 40-50). 
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• <Claim 2> 

The method of claim 1 wherein the e-mail message is received at a mail server on the 
(Feinleib, column 2, lines 59-64). 

• <Claim 3> 

The method of claim 2 wherein the mail server on the communicates is one of the group 
comprised of: an IMAP server, and a SMTP server (Feinleib, column 2, lines 59-66). 

• <Claim 4> 

The method of claim 1 wherein the method further comprises running a mail daemon 
from the camera, wherein the camera is always connected to the network (obviousness) 
and the daemon monitors electronic mail for the device (Feinleib, column 5, lines 28-36). 

• <Claim 5> 

The method of claim 1 wherein the method further comprises connecting the camera to 
the network to receive the e-mail message (Feinleib, column 5, lines 28-36). 

• <Claim 6> 

The method of claim 1 wherein the e-mail message is received at a mail client on the 
camera (Feinleib, column 2, lines 60-65). 

• <Claim 7> 

The method of claim 6 wherein the mail client on the camera communicates with a mail 

server on the network (Feinleib, column 2, lines 60-65). 
Since the combination of Feinleib and Okazaki discloses all of the above limitations, claims 1-7 
and 14 are rejected. 
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20. Claims 18-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Feinleib in 
view of Bauer et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,735,193), hereinafter referred to as Bauer. 

21 . Feinleib disclosed a system wherein a network appliance is controlled by commands in 
received electronic messages. In an analogous art, Bauer disclosed a music-on-hold feature that 
allows a user to send control commands to a network radio while on hold. 

22. Concerning claim 18, Feinleib did not explicitly state utilizing a radio receiver as a 
network appliance or the configuration instructions causing the receiver to access data from a 
new uniform resource locator. However, Bauer does explicitly disclose these features as his 
system maintains a music-on-hold feature allowing a user to remotely change the music source 
while on hold. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to modify the system of Feinleib by adding the ability to use a radio 
receiver and have the configuration instructions cause the receiver to access data from a new 
uniform resource locator as provided by Bauer. Here the combination satisfies the need for a 
network that maintains the ability to issue commands to a specific system via email. See 
Feinleib, column 1, lines 49-55. 

23. Concerning claim 21, Feinleib did not explicitly state the appliance always being 
connected to the network. However, permanent network connectivity for network appliances 
was well known in the art at the time of the applicant's invention as it allows for uninterrupted 
monitoring of network activity or uninterrupted monitoring or use of the appliance. Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's 
invention to modify the system of Feinleib by adding the ability to have the appliance always 
connected to the network. 
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24. Some claims will be discussed together. Those claims which are essentially the same 
except that they set forth the claimed invention as an article are rejected under the same rationale 
applied to the described claim. 

25. Thereby, the combination of Feinleib and Bauer discloses: 

• <Claims 18and25> 

A method for configuring a radio receiver across a network, comprising: receiving 
configuration instructions via an e-mail message including the instructions in command 
format received at the receiver (Feinleib, column 2, lines 50-59); extracting the 
configuration instructions from the e-mail message (Feinleib, column 2, line 64 through 
column 3, line 2 and column 4, lines 4-7); and configuring the radio according to the 
configuration instructions (Feinleib, column 4, lines 11-13), wherein the configuration 
instructions cause the receiver to access data from a new uniform resource locator (Bauer, 
column 4, lines 15-44). 

• <Claim 19> 

The method of claim 1 8 wherein the e-mail message is received at a mail server on the 
receiver (Feinleib, column 2, lines 59-64). 

• <Claim 20> 

The method of claim 1 9 wherein the mail server on the receiver communicates is one of 
the group comprised of: an IMAP server, and a SMTP server (Feinleib, column 2, lines 
59-66). 
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• <Claim21> 

The method of claim 18 wherein the method further comprises running a mail daemon 
from the receiver, wherein the receiver is always connected to the network (obviousness) 
and the daemon monitors electronic mail for the device (Feinleib, column 5, lines 28-36). 

• <Claim 22> 

The method of claim 18 wherein the method further comprises connecting the receiver to 
the network to receive the e-mail message (Feinleib, column 5, lines 28-36). 

• <Claim 23> 

The method of claim 18 wherein the e-mail message is received at a mail client on the 
receiver (Feinleib, column 2, lines 60-65). 

• <Claim 24> 

The method of claim 23 wherein the mail client on the receiver communicates with a 

mail server on the network (Feinleib, column 2, lines 60-65). 
Since the combination of Feinleib and Bauer discloses all of the above limitations, claims 1 8-25 
are rejected. 

Conclusion 

26. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to the applicant's 
disclosure. 

• Amini et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,698,021) disclosed a method for the remote control of 
surveillance devices. 
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27. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Victor Lesniewski whose telephone number is 571-272-3987. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glenton Burgess can be reached on 571-272-3949. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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